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WORKING  COMMITTEE  MINUTES 


A meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee  was  held  from 
9-12  July  1965,  at  the  Hospiz  zur  Furche,  Bad  Saarow,  German  Democratic 
Republic.  The  meeting  opened  on  the  evening  of  Friday  9 July,  when  the  mem- 
bers were  guests  of  Herr  Hans  Seigewasser,  State  Secretary  for  Church  Affairs 
in  the  Government  of  the  German  Democratic  Republic,  at  a formal  dinner 
held  at  the  Stadthalle,  Frankfurt/Oder. 


Attendance 

The  following  were  present : 

Officers  : The  Rt.  Rev.  O.  S.  Tomkins,  Bishop  of  Bristol,  Chairman 

Professor  - E.  W.  L.  Schlink,  Vice-chairman  of  the  Commission 

Members  : Principal  L.  G.  Champion 
Professor  N.  Chitescu 
Professor  G.  Florovsky 
Professor  D.  W.  Hay 
Generalsuperintendent  Dr.  G.  Jacob 
Professor  J.  R.  Nelson 
Professor  P.  E.  Persson 
Professor  J.  A.  Sutler 
Professor  J.  E.  Skoglund 
Professor  K.  E.  Skydsgaard 
Dr.  J.  Smolik 
Dr.  T.  M.  Taylor 

Proxies  : The  Rev.  R.  E.  Davies  (for  Principal  Roberts,  resigning) 

The  Rev.  E.  C.  John  (for  Principal  Chandran) 

Dr.  R.  W.  Huston  (for  Professor  Outler) 

Staff : The  Rev.  M.  B.  Handspicker 

The  Rev.  P.  C.  Rodger  (till  10  July  only) 

Dr.  L.  Vischer 

Minute  Secretaries  : Miss  Elly  Groenendijk  and  Miss  Elizabeth  Swayne 

Guests  : Superintendent  W.  Hadank 

Studiendirektor  Dr.  W.  Krusche 
Oberkirchenrat  W.  Pabst 

Visitor  : Dr.  J.  Althausen 
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Apologies 

Apologies  for  absence  were  received  from: 

Dr.  Minear,  Principal  Chandran,  Metropolitan  Chrysostomos,  Archpriest 
Borovoy,  Professor  Fair  weather,  Professor  McCaughey,  Professor  Mehl, 
Professor  Miguez-Bonino,  Professor  Outler,  Principal  Roberts,  Bishop 
Sarkissian  and  Professor  Sawyerr. 


Minutes  of  Previous  Meetings 

The  minutes  of  the  last  meetings  of  the  Committee,  on  16,  19  and  26  August 
1964,  held  at  the  University  of  Aarhus,  Denmark,  were  accepted  and  signed. 


Revision  of  the  Constitution 

Mr.  Rodger  reported  briefly  on  the  past  year’s  work  in  connection  with  the 
revision  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission.  As  proposed 
at  the  Working  Committee  meeting  at  Aarhus  on  26  August  1964  (see  p.  87  of 
the  Aarhus  Minutes,  FOC  Paper  44),  Bishop  Tomkins,  Dr.  Taylor  and  Mr.  Rod- 
ger met  in  Geneva  in  November  1964  and  discussed  a preliminary  draft  outline 
for  the  Constitution.  This  was  subsequently  discussed  by  the  Faith  and  Order 
staff,  and  by  the  Staff  Executive  Group  of  the  WCC,  and  the  present  draft  was 
the  outcome  of  these  discussions.  It  was  intended  that  after  further  revision 
by  the  Working  Committee,  the  Constitution  should  be  ready  for  submission 
to  the  next  meeting  of  the  Commission  in  1967,  so  that  it  could  then  pass  to  the 
WCC  Assembly  or  Central  Committee  for  final  adoption. 

Mr.  Rodger  also  reported  on  the  recommendations  concerning  Faith  and 
Order  made  by  the  Structure  Committee  in  its  report  to  the  WCC  Central  Com- 
mittee at  Enugu,  Nigeria,  in  January  1965.  This  report  had  been  adopted,  and 
as  a result  Faith  and  Order,  while  remaining  within  the  Division  of  Studies,  now 
ceased  to  be  a Department,  and  had  the  title  “The  Commission  and  Secretariat 
for  Faith  and  Order”.  (See  p.  22  f.  for  full  recommendations.) 

There  then  began  an  extended  examination  of  the  revised  draft  Constitution, 
and,  apart  from  verbal  changes,  various  changes  of  substance  were  proposed. 
These  arose  from  discussion  centring  mainly  around  the  following  points  : 

1 . Section  5 (Organization).  It  was  agreed  that  the  present  procedure  whereby 
members  were  nominated  by  the  Commission  with  the  approval  of  the  churches 
concerned  should  be  retained,  since  it  was  impossible,  with  the  growing  number 
of  member  churches,  to  arrange  for  every  church  to  be  represented.  The  clause 
requiring  “reasonable  geographical  and  confessional  representation  of  churches” 
among  the  Commission  membership  was  extended  to  cover  the  officers  and  staff 
as  well.  It  was  also  agreed  that  the  principle  of  having  members  from  churches 
which  did  not  belong  to  the  WCC  should  be  continued,  since  this  was  a tradition 
of  long  standing  in  Faith  and  Order  and  had  often  proved  of  considerable  value. 

2.  Section  10  (Working  Committee).  There  was  a discussion  of  the  precise 
nature  of  the  Working  Committee’s  responsibility  with  regard  to  the  study  work 
undertaken  by  the  Commission  (10  d).  The  original  constitution  had  stated 
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that  the  Working  Committee  was  responsible  “for  directing  the  study  work”  and 
this  had  been  changed  to  “supervising”  since  it  was  felt  that  this  was  a more 
correct  description.  But  some  did  not  like  the  word  because  it  seemed  too 
authoritarian  ; others  felt  it  was  not  clear  enough  ; and  it  was  eventually  agreed 
to  change  it  to  “co-ordinating”. 

3.  Section  11  (Secretariat).  It  was  felt  that  the  proposed  draft,  which  sug- 
gested that  appointments  to  the  Secretariat  should  be  made  by  the  WCC  Executive 
Committee  “after  due  consultation  with  the  officers  of  the  Commission”,  did 
not  leave  enough  initiative  in  the  hands  of  the  Working  Committee,  which  had 
hitherto  always  been  responsible  for  the  nomination  of  candidates  for  the  Sec- 
retariat ; and  the  words  “upon  nomination  by  the  Working  Committee”  were 
inserted.  It  was  also  agreed  that  it  should  be  specifically  stated  in  the  Constitu- 
tion that  one  member  of  the  Secretariat  should  also  be  a member  of  the  staff 
group  responsible  for  policy  making,  and  a sentence  to  this  effect  was  added. 

4.  Section  12  (Studies).  There  was  some  discussion  regarding  the  division 
of  responsibility  between  the  Commission  and  Working  Committee  regarding 
the  appointment  of  the  officers  of  study  groups.  With  the  setting  up  of  short- 
term study  groups  it  was  felt  that  too  much  delay  was  involved  if  all  appoint- 
ments had  to  be  made  by  the  Commission  ; and  it  was  considered  to  be  sufficient 
for  the  Working  Committee  to  keep  the  initiative  while  delegating  authority 
to  the  Secretariat. 

It  was  agreed  that  pending  the  adoption  of  the  new  Constitution,  the  staff 
should  be  authorized  to  act  in  accordance  with  the  relevant  clauses  in  the  draft 
Constitution,  and  it  was  urged  that  as  far  as  possible  members  of  the  Working 
Committee  should  be  involved  in  the  studies  and  kept  closely  in  touch  with  their 
development. 

It  was  decided  that  copies  of  the  Constitution  as  revised  in  accordance  with 
these  recommendations  should  be  sent  to  all  members  of  the  Working  Com- 
mittee, as  also  to  Mr.  Ross,  Mr.  Stringfellow  and  Professor  Wingren  for  their 
comments  ; and  the  matter  would  be  further  discussed  at  next  year’s  meeting 
of  the  Working  Committee. 


Programme  Projects  Fund 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  on  the  present  position  with  regard  to  the  Programme 
Projects  Fund  as  it  affected  Faith  and  Order.  The  official  share  of  the  total 
fund  for  the  triennium  1964/67  for  Faith  and  Order  amounted  to  $55,000,  of 
which  the  Department  was  authorized  to  spend  up  to  approximately  $27,000. 
So  far,  nearly  $15,000  had  been  raised,  as  a result  of  gifts  from  four  American 
sources  — the  Disciples  of  Christ,  the  General  Service  Foundation,  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church,  and  the  United  Church  of  Christ.  Total  expenditure  to 
date  stood  at  about  $4,000,  and  was  mainly  in  connection  with  the  meetings 
between  Chalcedonian  and  non-Chalcedonian  Orthodox  churches  at  Aarhus  in 
1964  and  Addis  Ababa  in  1965.  Some  would  also  be  used  to  cover  Orthodox 
attendance  at  meetings  of  the  Patristic  Study  Group  and  of  the  Study  on  the 
Councils  of  the  Early  Church ; and  also  for  the  attendance  of  Conservative 
Evangelical  or  Roman  Catholic  participants  at  other  meetings  where  their  expenses 
could  not  otherwise  be  met.  In  response  to  a question  from  Professor  Skoglund, 
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Dr.  Vischer  stressed  that  Faith  and  Order  was  at  liberty  to  use  this  money  for 
work  on  “the  growing  edges”  of  study  and  discussion  with  those  groups  and 
churches  outside  the  WCC,  and  hoped  that  suggestions  for  its  use  would  be 
forthcoming. 


Publications 

Mr.  Handspicker  reported  briefly  on  the  various  books  and  pamphlets 
published  by  Faith  and  Order  during  the  past  year,  and  specimen  copies  were 
passed  among  Working  Committee  members.  The  works  included  Concerning 
the  Ordination  of  women , the  first  of  a new  series  of  “World  Council  Studies”, 
which  had  appeared  in  English,  French  and  German  versions,  and  the  Ministry 
of  Deacons , the  second  in  the  series,  which  had  so  far  appeared  in  English 
and  German,  while  the  French  edition  had  reached  proof  stage.  The  1965  leaflet 
for  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity,  of  which  only  the  French  version 
is  now  printed  in  Geneva,  sold  about  27,000  copies  out  of  a total  printing  of 
30,000;  and  the  Bible  Study  Booklet  on  the  same  theme“Behold,  I make  all  things 
new”  was  produced  in  English,  French  and  German.  A Spanish  translation  had 
been  prepared  by  Dr.  Fernandez- Arlt  and  Dr.  Justo  Gonzalez,  and  was  available 
for  distribution  in  Latin  America.  As  the  same  theme  had  been  chosen  for  the 
WCC  Fourth  Assembly,  it  is  hoped  that  these  Bible  Studies  might  have  a wider  use. 


Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  on  the  present  position  with  regard  to  the  observance 
of  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity.  He  reminded  the  Committee  that 
for  some  years  the  text  of  the  leaflet  used  had  been  prepared  by  Faith  and  Order 
in  co-operation  with  the  Association  Unite  Chretienne  at  Lyon,  and  was  almost 
identical  with  that  produced  by  Father  Pierre  Michalon.  The  past  two  years 
had  seen  a remarkable  increase  in  the  use  of  the  leaflet.  As  a result  of  the  work 
of  the  Second  Vatican  Council,  many  countries  which  had  not  previously  observed 
the  Week  of  Prayer  in  terms  of  the  intentions  formulated  by  Abbe  Couturier  had 
now  begun  to  do  so,  and  his  printing  of  the  leaflet  ran  into  several  millions. 
This  had  also  had  its  repercussions  on  the  sale  of  the  edition  produced  by  Faith 
and  Order.  The  WCC  office  in  the  USA  was  now  printing  its  own  edition  of 
about  300,000  copies.  There  were  signs  that  the  text  of  the  leaflet  was  now  begin- 
ning to  be  used  in  Orthodox  countries  — Rumania  and  Greece,  for  example. 

This  considerable  expansion  was  creating  problems,  however.  As  the  Week 
became  more  widely  known,  more  people  wanted  to  participate  in  the  editing 
of  the  text  of  the  leaflet.  In  the  USA  a committee  was  being  formed  to  revise 
the  leaflet  for  use  in  that  country  ; and  a similar  initiative  had  been  taken  in 
Germany,  where  a committee  had  taken  over  responsibility  for  the  German 
language  edition  in  full  co-operation  with  the  authorities  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  Other  examples  could  be  cited.  But  the  more  the  observance  of  the 
leaflet  spread,  the  more  difficult  it  became  to  produce  one  that  would  be  suitable 
in  all  circumstances  ; and  a suggestion  had  been  made  that  there  should  be  a 
further  consultation  about  the  Week  of  Prayer,  on  the  lines  of  the  one  held  at 
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Bossey  in  1960.  When  the  Week  first  started,  the  Abbe  Couturier  had  laid  stress 
on  common  suffering  over  division ; but  there  was  now  a general  feeling  that 
there  should  be  more  expression  of  gratitude  for  the  unity  we  already  have,  and 
for  the  progress  that  has  been  made.  Other  criticisms  about  the  leaflet  had  been 
received,  as  well  as  certain  suggestions  for  its  improvement. 

The  Bishop  of  Bristol  thought  that  such  a consultation  would  be  of  very  great 
value,  and  could  be  asked  to  consider  : (1)  the  questions  raised  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Joint  Working  Group  with  the  Roman  Catholics,  and  (2)  the  suggestion 
that  a single  leaflet  could  be  produced  for  all  parties. 

Dr.  Vischer  said  that  the  question  of  common  prayer  and  of  the  Week  of 
Prayer  had  been  discussed  at  the  meeting  of  the  Joint  Working  Group  with  the 
Roman  Catholics  held  in  Geneva  in  May.  Many  points  needed  consideration : 
for  example,  the  rules  governing  common  prayer  at  ecumenical  meetings  where 
Roman  Catholics  were  present.  The  Joint  Working  Group  had  suggested  that 
Faith  and  Order  might  hold  a consultation,  in  co-operation  with  the  Secretariat 
for  Unity  to  consider  not  only  the  Week  of  Prayer,  but  also  the  whole  question 
of  prayer  together.  Dr.  Persson  asked  whether  there  had  been  any  contacts 
with  the  Evangelical  Alliance,  because  the  problem  of  the  overlapping  of  the 
Week  of  Prayer  with  that  of  the  Alliance  still  created  difficulties  in  some  coun- 
tries. Dr.  Vischer  agreed,  and  said  that  some  areas  had  endeavoured  to  over- 
come this  problem  by  transferring  the  observance  of  one  or  other  of  the  Weeks 
from  January  to  the  period  between  Ascension  Day  and  Whitsun.  This  latter 
period  was  widely  observed  in  the  southern  hemisphere  because  it  was  a more 
convenient  time  than  January,  when  everyone  was  on  holiday.  The  question  had 
been  discussed  with  the  leaders  of  the  Evangelical  Alliance,  but  they  had  not 
felt  able  at  the  present  time  to  consider  either  a change  of  date  or  a combination 
of  the  two  Weeks.  However,  the  list  of  intercessions  in  the  WCC  leaflet  had 
last  year  included  the  Evangelical  Alliance,  and  the  latter  had  included  a prayer 
for  the  World  Council  in  their  prayer  leaflet. 

Mr.  Davies  commented  on  the  style  of  the  leaflet,  and  reported  that  many 
people  had  said  they  found  it  too  difficult  for  general  use ; and  Dr.  Vischer  in 
reply  said  that  this  was  one  of  the  questions  which  needed  to  be  discussed  at 
the  proposed  consultation  of  those  responsible  for  the  Week  of  Prayer. 


Faith  and  Order  Programme 

Dr.  Vischer  gave  a brief  general  introduction  to  the  study  programme, 
reminding  members  of  the  decision  at  Aarhus  to  undertake  a wider  range  of 
studies  to  be  completed  in  a shorter  period  of  time,  rather  than  a smaller  number 
of  theological  commissions,  each  working  for  a number  of  years.  Each  study 
was  then  reviewed  separately. 

(a)  The  Nature  of  Unity 

This  study  was  being  undertaken  by  a small  group  from  among  the  members 
of  the  Working  Committee,  together  with  Father  Jerome  Hamer  and  Dr.  Gunter 
Wagner,  who  had  been  invited  as  consultants,  and  Dr.  Werner  Krusche, 
a member  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission.  The  first  meeting  had  been  held 
at  Bad  Saarow  in  the  few  days  preceding  the  Working  Committee  meeting,  at 
which  papers  by  Professor  Skydsgaard  on  “God’s  Hiddenness  and  the  Unity 
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of  the  Church”  and  by  Dr.  Vischer  on  “The  Unity  of  the  Church  at  the  Local 
and  Universal  Levels”  were  discussed,  and  the  outline  for  a further  study  drawn  up. 

Dr.  Vischer  said  that  the  group,  after  some  discussion,  had  decided  to  pro- 
duce a document  dealing  more  extensively  with  aspects  of  unity  which  had  not 
been  fully  considered  in  the  “New  Delhi  Statement”.  It  was  planned  to  start 
each  section  or  chapter  of  this  document  with  a short  “thesis”  which  would 
then  be  developed  more  fully  in  the  rest  of  the  chapter.  It  was  hoped  that  further 
discussion  and  work  on  the  outline  could  be  continued  by  the  group  at  Rome 
during  the  fourth  session  of  the  Vatican  Council,  where  most  of  the  members 
would  be  present  as  observers. 

In  the  discussion  Bishop  Tomkins  suggested  that  if,  as  seemed  likely,  the 
document  they  produced  might  be  used  as  a working  paper  at  the  next  WCC 
Assembly,  it  would  be  useful  to  have  something  short  in  the  form  of  theses  to 
which  a commentary  could  be  added ; and  Professor  Florovsky  said  that  the 
group  should  consider  the  relationship  of  the  unity  of  faith  and  the  unity  of  the 
Church.  Mr.  Handspicker  said  that  one  of  the  most  important  questions  to  be 
considered  in  the  document  was  that  of  universality,  which  had  not  been  dealt 
with  in  the  New  Delhi  Statement,  since  it  had  concentrated  more  on  the  question 
of  local  unity  “in  each  place”.  Professor  Florovsky  agreed,  and  said  that  to 
avoid  too  much  stress  on  local  as  opposed  to  universal  unity,  more  attention 
should  be  given  to  the  Old  Testament  evidence.  Principal  Champion  considered 
that  the  main  importance  of  the  new  document  was  the  fact  that  it  was  intended 
to  go  beyond  the  question  of  the  unity  of  the  Church  to  deal  with  that  of  unity 
in  human  society  as  a whole. 

In  conclusion,  Dr.  Vischer  stressed  the  importance  of  this  study  in  view  of 
the  forthcoming  Fourth  Assembly  of  the  WCC,  at  which  the  question  of  unity 
was  certain  to  be  the  main  theme  of  one  of  the  Sections.  A document  from  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  would  contribute  greatly  to  the  work  of  such  a 
Section,  and  it  was  therefore  important  for  the  work  of  this  group  to  be  ready 
for  submission  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meeting  in  1967,  so  that 
they  would  have  time  to  consider  it  before  passing  it  on  to  the  Assembly  in  1968. 

(b)  Creation , New  Creation  and  the  Unity  of  the  Church 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  that  the  Committee  of  the  Division  of  Studies  which 
met  at  Enugu  in  January  1965  had  decided  that  this  study  should  be  integrated 
more  closely  with  that  on  “The  Finality  of  Christ  in  an  Age  of  Universal  History”, 
and  that  study  should  be  concentrated  in  particular  on  the  question  of  God’s 
work  in  history.  For  this  purpose  Professor  Hendrikus  Berkhof  had  drafted 
a very  interesting  paper  entitled  “God  in  Nature  and  History”  which  was  being 
revised  and  published  in  a forthcoming  issue  of  Study  Encounter.  This  paper 
would  be  sent  to  several  regional  groups,  and  it  was  hoped  to  be  able  to  prepare 
something  for  the  WCC  Fourth  Assembly  in  1968,  as  it  was  likely  that  one  of 
the  Assembly’s  Sections  would  be  devoted  to  the  question  of  God’s  action  in 
history.  The  subject  was  of  such  difficulty  that  it  would  need  some  time  in  regional 
groups  for  discussion,  and  a further  consultation  was  therefore  not  envisaged 
before  1967.  The  following  groups  were  interested  in  the  study : 

North  America  : Group  organized  by  Professor  Sutler  (Chicago) 

” ” ” Professor  Fair  weather  (Toronto) 
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Europe : Group  organized  by  Professor  Lampe  (containing  Profes- 

sors Leeming,  Jenkins,  Wingren, 
plus  someone  from  Holland) 

” ” Professor  Hanson  (England) 

” Professor  Smolik  (Czechoslovakia) 

” Dr.  Aagaard  (Denmark) 

Asia : Several  groups  preparing  for  East  Asian  Faith  and  Order 

Consultation. 

Professor  Skoglund  spoke  of  the  formation  of  an  interested  group  in 
Rochester,  N.Y.  Professor  Settler  reported  the  very  great  difficulties  he  had 
encountered  in  forming  his  group  since  the  Aarhus  meeting.  He  had  hoped  to 
form  one  in  the  Faculty  of  Science  at  Chicago,  but  had  found  that  the  kind  of 
people  he  had  in  mind  were  simply  not  interested,  and  the  few  who  were  inter- 
ested were  not  the  kind  of  people  who  could  usefully  contribute  to  the  study. 
The  trouble  appeared  to  be  that  the  way  in  which  the  concepts  of  revealed  the- 
ology were  expressed  were  neither  intelligible  nor  interesting  to  the  people  whose 
participation  in  the  study  would  be  the  most  valuable  ; and  unless  these  concepts 
could  be  translated,  they  would  continue  to  be  so.  How  was  this  translation 
to  be  done  ? This  seemed  to  be  the  first  task  to  be  undertaken  before  the  study 
could  progress.  Describing  himself  as  being  “filled  with  despair  and  hope”, 
Professor  Sutler  suggested  that  it  might  be  possible  to  find  some  graduate 
theological  students  who  would  be  prepared  to  undertake  some  work  in  the 
natural  sciences  which  might  help  to  shed  some  light  on  this  problem  of  com- 
munication. The  Bishop  of  Bristol  wondered  whether  discussions  with  some 
Roman  Catholics  on  the  basis  of  the  works  of  Teilhard  de  Chardin  might  not 
be  one  way  of  tackling  this  problem. 

Dr.  Smolik  expressed  much  interest  in  Professor  Sutler’s  report,  and  said 
that  the  problem  as  his  group  experienced  it  in  Czechoslovakia  was  somewhat 
different,  in  that  the  scientists  they  encountered  were  Marxists,  for  whom  such 
questions  were  simply  “not  scientific”  and  for  that  reason  were  of  no  interest. 
The  group  had,  however,  concentrated  on  the  question  of  history  in  relation 
to  the  background  of  the  changes  of  the  last  fifteen  years,  and  they  had  felt  it 
essential  to  consider  the  question  of  the  kingship  of  Christ.  Bonhoeffer  and 
de  Chardin  had  a strong  influence  on  the  younger  generation  and  this  made 
contacts  easier  than  with  the  older  generation  who  held  to  a Barthian  position. 

(c)  Christ , the  Holy  Spirit  and  the  Ministry 

It  was  reported  that  a small  working  group  of  six  people  had  met  in  March  1965 
at  Presinge,  near  Geneva,  with  the  intention  of  producing  a document  on  the 
basis  of  the  report  of  Aarhus  Committee  II,  which  would  be  suitable  for  use  in 
study  groups.  Copies  of  the  document,  still  in  draft  form,  were  made  available 
to  the  Working  Committee  members.  It  was  stressed  that  a more  extensive 
treatment  of  some  of  the  issues  involved  still  remained  to  be  undertaken,  and 
to  this  end  it  was  planned  to  invite  papers  from  individuals  on  certain  topics 
which  they  were  particularly  qualified  to  treat. 

Some  regional  groups  had  already  expressed  interest  in  the  study,  including 
the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  of  the  Canadian  Council  of  Churches,  and, 
in  France,  the  “Groupe  des  Dombes”,  an  old-established  study  group  of  both 
Catholics  and  Protestants,  started  under  the  influence  of  Abbe  Couturier. 
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Contact  was  also  being  maintained  with  the  study  on  “Patterns  of  Ministry  and 
Theological  Education”,  directed  by  Mr.  Mackie. 

Professor  Nelson  mentioned  a survey  of  statements  on  the  ministry  compiled 
from  church  union  negotiations  by  Professor  William  J.  Wolf  of  Cambridge, 
Mass,  which  might  prove  useful  as  material  for  this  study. 

(d)  The  Eucharist : a Sacrament  of  Unity 

A consultation  was  planned  for  the  latter  half  of  July,  at  the  Grandchamp 
Community,  near  Neuchatel,  to  initiate  this  study.  At  the  request  of  the  staff, 
Professor  J.-J.  von  Allmen  had  prepared  a stimulating  paper  entitled  Notes  sur 
le  Repas  du  Seigneur  as  a basic  study  document,  not  only  for  this  consultation, 
but  also,  it  was  hoped,  for  the  various  groups  preparing  to  undertake  work  on 
this  theme.  Those  invited  to  the  consultation  included  liturgical  scholars,  parish 
clergy,  and  lay  people  concerned  with  the  renewal  of  the  Church.  Two  Roman 
Catholics  had  also  accepted  an  invitation  to  attend  as  consultants. 

Dr.  Vischer  said  that  in  this  study  it  had  been  decided  to  concentrate  on  the 
question  of  the  understanding  of  the  Eucharist  as  a sacrament  rather  than  on 
intercommunion,  as  in  recent  years  it  had  seemed  that  no  further  progress  could 
be  made  in  this  direction  until  more  fundamental  work  on  the  Eucharist  itself 
had  been  done.  The  Bishop  of  Bristol  reported  on  the  setting  up  in  the  Church 
of  England  of  the  Archbishops’  Commission  on  Intercommunion,  of  which  he 
was  chairman.  Its  task  was  to  go  more  deeply  into  the  background  of  the  rules 
governing  intercommunion  in  the  Anglican  Church  and  to  look  more  closely 
at  the  grounds  on  which  they  were  based.  It  would  be  very  important  for  this 
Commission  to  have  some  contact  with  the  new  Faith  and  Order  study  on  the 
Eucharist.  Although  it  would  not  prove  possible  to  have  someone  from  the 
Church  of  England  Commission  to  attend  the  consultation  at  Grandchamp  the 
following  week,  it  was  agreed  that  the  question  of  the  Commission’s  representa- 
tion on  any  more  permanent  body  set  up  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Group  should 
certainly  be  investigated. 

Dr.  Vischer  then  reported  briefly,  in  answer  to  questions,  on  the  founding 
of  the  Societas  Liturgica  and  its  relationship  to  Faith  and  Order  work.  He 
explained  that  although  Faith  and  Order  was  not  directly  connected  with  the 
Societas  in  any  way,  its  foundation  was  nevertheless  very  welcome,  since  by  its 
very  nature  it  was  a body  which  would  be  able  to  accomplish  much  more  valuable 
detailed  research  than  would  be  possible  for  Faith  and  Order. 

(e)  Spirit , Order  and  Organization 

Mr.  Handspicker  reported  on  the  preparations  being  made  for  the  Con- 
sultation to  be  held  from  17-24  August  1965,  at  John  Knox  House,  Geneva, 
to  inaugurate  this  study.  Some  20  theologians  and  sociologists  had  been  invited 
to  the  Consultation,  the  major  purpose  of  which  was  not  so  much  to  reach  any 
conclusions  concerning  the  relationship  between  the  Holy  Spirit  and  the  Church, 
as  to  delineate  a study  programme  through  which  such  conclusions  could  be 
approached.  Preparatory  papers  had  been  requested  dealing  with  certain  struc- 
tures and  movements  in  church  life  which  could  be  examined  both  theologically 
and  sociologically ; and  it  was  hoped  that  as  a result  of  the  discussions  arising 
out  of  these,  the  group  would  be  able  to  produce  a statement  which  could  give 
detailed  guidance  for  the  study  programme.  It  was  hoped  to  interest  sociological 
research  institutes  in  some  of  this  work,  and  in  conclusion  Mr.  Handspicker 
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asked  for  any  suggestions  which  members  of  the  Working  Committee  could 
make  concerning  research  institutes  or  other  groups  which  might  be  approached 
for  this  purpose. 

Principal  Champion  and  several  other  members  of  the  Working  Committee 
expressed  interest  in  the  development  of  this  study,  and  Professor  Nelson  reported 
on  the  study  on  institutional  structures  being  undertaken  by  the  Faith  and  Order 
Department  of  the  National  Council  of  Churches  in  the  USA  and  the  problems 
of  methodology  which  it  had  raised.  He  asked  whether  there  were  any  relation- 
ship between  this  study  and  the  one  now  being  proposed  ; and  Mr.  Handspicker 
replied  that  at  present  the  study  involved  mainly  European  sociologists,  since 
it  was  felt  that  the  difference  in  their  approach  from  that  of  North  American 
sociologists  would  mean  that  different  aspects  of  the  problem  could  be  studied. 
However,  close  contact  has  been  kept  with  the  North  American  study  and  it  was 
planned  to  co-ordinate  the  work  of  the  two  as  closely  as  possible  in  the  future. 

(f)  The  Ecumenical  Councils  of  the  Early  Church 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  on  the  plans  for  the  meeting  to  be  held  from  25-30  August 
1965  at  Oxford,  England,  of  a group  of  about  15  theologians  from  Orthodox 
and  other  churches  who  were  specialists  in  the  history  of  the  early  Councils. 
It  was  planned  to  deal  with  five  historical  questions  : 

1)  the  origin  of  the  conciliar  process 

2)  the  norms  which  led  to  the  decisions  of  the  Councils 

3)  the  membership  of  Councils 

4)  the  problem  of  reception  : how  were  decisions  received  ? 

5)  the  meaning  of  the  word  “ecumenical”  in  connection  with  Councils. 

On  each  of  these  questions  two  papers  would  be  prepared  — one  by  an  Orthodox 
and  one  by  a “non-Orthodox”  scholar,  and  it  was  hoped  that  out  of  the  discus- 
sion arising  from  these  questions  it  would  be  possible  to  consider  the  question 
of  the  relevance  of  the  conciliar  process  to  present-day  problems. 

In  the  discussion  which  followed,  Professor  Florovsky  suggested  that  there 
should  be  a clearer  definition  of  what  was  meant  by  “the  early  Church”,  and 
asked  how  many  of  the  Councils  were  being  considered.  He  also  thought  that 
there  should  be  more  of  a distinction  made  between  the  various  types  of  councils. 
In  reply,  Dr.  Vischer  said  that  the  main  question  was  not  so  much  concerned 
with  individual  Councils,  but  with  the  conciliar  process  as  a whole ; after  this 
first  part  of  the  study  had  been  done,  it  might  be  considered  desirable  to  limit 
the  study  in  the  way  suggested. 

(g)  Biblical  Hermeneutics  and  its  Significance  for  the  Ecumenical  Movement 

Dr.  Vischer  reminded  the  Working  Committee  of  the  consultation  held  at 

Bad  Schauenberg  at  the  end  of  May  1964  (see  report  in  FOC  Paper  No.  44, 
pages  61-69),  at  which  it  had  been  decided  to  continue  the  work  of  this  study 
by  means  of  several  groups.  Each  of  these  groups  was  intended  to  undertake 
the  exegesis  of  a particular  biblical  passage  and  examine  the  hermeneutical  prob- 
lems which  arose.  This  method  was  felt  to  be  the  best  way  of  avoiding  the  danger 
of  becoming  involved  in  generalized  hermeneutical  discussions  which  would  be 
inconclusive  and  unhelpful.  Instead,  each  group  would  choose  a passage  (or 
passages)  of  Scripture  relating  to  a particular  subject  and  note  the  problems 
that  arose  during  the  process  of  exegesis.  It  was  hoped  in  this  way  that  some 
general  principles  would  emerge  which  could  be  applied  to  other  studies.  Groups 
had  been  formed  so  far  by  the  following : 
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1)  Professors  Dinkler  and  Berkhof  (Germany  and  Holland) 

2)  Professor  Nineham  (UK) 

3)  Professor  Harrelson  (USA) 

4)  Professor  Wilder  (USA) 

5)  Professor  Bonnard  (Switzerland). 

These  groups  were  under  the  general  direction  of  Professor  Erich  Dinkler. 
It  was  hoped  to  hold  another  consultation  in  1967  with  representatives  from  all 
the  groups,  to  prepare  a report  on  the  basis  of  their  experience.  This  study  was 
being  financed  out  of  the  budget  of  the  Division  of  Studies. 

(h)  Patristic  Study  Group 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  that  this  group  planned  to  hold  its  second  meeting 
in  Hamburg  at  the  end  of  July  1965,  at  which  it  was  hoped  to  be  able  to  discuss 
the  first  draft  of  a report.  The  method  used  in  this  study  was  similar  to  that 
used  in  the  Hermeneutics  study,  beginning  with  the  exegesis  of  a patristic  text 

— in  this  case  the  treatise  of  St.  Basil  the  Great  on  the  Holy  Spirit  — and  the 
report  would  deal  with  the  principles  and  problems  of  interpretation  involved 
in  the  study.  Once  the  papers  written  for  this  study  had  been  revised,  they  might 
be  published  in  the  form  of  a symposium  on  Basil  the  Great. 

(i)  The  Church  and  the  Jewish  People 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  that  a consultation  had  been  held  on  this  subject  from 
20-26  September  1964,  and  a provisional  report  had  been  drawn  up.  Because 
of  the  delicate  nature  of  the  subject,  it  had  been  difficult  to  reach  agreement, 
and  the  two  most  controversial  points  had  been  (1)  the  election  of  the  Jewish 
people  — with  an  argument  between  those  who  considered  that  election  had 
now  passed  to  the  Christian  Church,  and  those  who  regarded  the  Jews  as  still 
being  God’s  chosen  people ; and  (2)  the  problem  of  “dialogue  or  mission  ?” 

— the  argument  between  those  who  felt  that  there  was  no  place  for  “mission” 
to  the  Jews  and  that  this  concept  should  be  abandoned  altogether,  and  those 
who  said  that  Christians  had  the  obligation  to  witness  to  the  Jews  as  much  as 
to  any  other  people.  Dr.  Vischer  himself  had  the  impression  that  part  of  this 
difficulty  was  due  to  different  understandings  of  “mission”  : what  the  first  group 
really  meant  was  that  an  entirely  new  approach  to  the  Jewish  people  was  needed 

— one  which  could  give  no  impression  of  proselytizing.  They  felt  that  the  Church 
had  sinned  so  greatly  against  the  Jews  that  she  no  longer  had  any  authority  to 
speak  to  them  at  all.  But  if  the  concept  of  “mission”  were  more  carefully  examined, 
some  of  these  difficulties  might  disappear.  Although  these  differences  had  been 
considerable,  the  discussion  had  been  extremely  valuable,  and  at  the  end  it  was 
clear  that  the  two  groups  had  gained  a much  better  understanding  of  each  other’s 
point  of  view. 

The  provisional  report  drawn  up  by  the  consultation  had  been  sent  out  to 
about  one  hundred  different  individuals  or  groups  in  member  churches  or  coun- 
cils of  churches  (many  of  these  had  permanent  committees  or  study  groups 
dealing  with  this  question),  with  a request  for  comments  to  be  received  before 
the  end  of  1965.  It  was  then  intended  to  hold  a further  meeting  to  study  the 
revision  of  the  report  in  the  light  of  the  comments  received. 

The  Working  Committee  expressed  great  interest  in  the  report,  and  copies 
were  circulated.  In  answer  to  questions  about  comments  already  received, 
Dr.  Vischer  said  that  most  groups  were  still  at  work  on  the  document,  and 
the  number  of  comments  received  was  therefore  small.  Most  reactions  so  far 
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had  been  favourable.  Professor  Sittler  asked  whether  comments  had  been 
invited  from  Jews,  since  he  himself  had  shown  the  document  to  Jewish  friends 
who  had  expressed  interest  in  the  study ; but  Dr.  Vischer  replied  that  although 
many  of  the  study  groups  to  which  it  had  been  sent  contained  Jews,  individual 
Jews  had  not  been  asked  for  comments,  since  the  document  was  primarily 
addressed  to  Christians.  In  response  to  a further  question  on  terminology, 
Mr.  Handspicker  explained  that  in  the  document  the  word  “Israel”  was  treated 
as  referring  only  to  Jews  in  the  Old  Testament,  because  of  its  political  implica- 
tions in  the  Arab  world  today.  Dr.  Vischer  added  that  the  difficulty  posed  by 
the  Christian  understanding  of  the  Jewish  people  not  corresponding  to  the  Jews’ 
own  understanding  of  themselves  had  been  constantly  in  the  minds  of  the  par- 
ticipants at  the  consultation  ; while  some  had  wanted  to  take  the  biblical  evidence 
in  Romans  9-11  as  a starting  point,  others  had  wanted  to  begin  with  the  Jewish 
people  as  they  are  today.  Dr.  Taylor  felt  that  a historical  study  of  the  first 
and  second  generation  Christians  of  the  Acts  period  would  be  very  important, 
and  other  parts  of  Scripture  besides  Romans  9-11  needed  examination. 

Professor  Florovsky  expressed  disappointment  that  the  Vatican  Council 
embarked  in  theological  discussion  of  the  relation  between  Israel  and  the  Church, 
and  did  not  limit  itself  to  a simple  and  strong  condemnation  of  antisemitism 
and  to  anathematize  it  as  a heresy.  While  approving  of  the  provisional  docu- 
ment put  forward  by  the  Faith  and  Order  consultation,  he  wondered  whether 
it  might  not  be  possible  to  include  a strong  statement  of  the  kind  that  the  Vatican 
Council  schema  lacked,  bearing  in  mind  that  Jews  would  read  the  document 
in  a different  sense  from  Christians.  Professor  Sittler  wondered  whether  in 
view  of  the  present  tragic  situation  it  was  really  possible  to  attempt  to  open  the 
dialogue  in  this  generation.  Had  not  all  Gentiles  forfeited  the  right  to  speak 
on  the  subject  of  the  Jews  for  some  time  to  come,  and  might  it  not  be  the  most 
gracious  thing  for  them  to  “shut  up”  ? But  Professor  Florovsky,  while  sym- 
pathizing with  this  view,  thought  that  dialogue  should  nevertheless  be  attempted, 
and  Professor  Hay  agreed,  pointing  out  that  it  was  sometimes  necessary  to  speak 
in  order  to  avoid  misunderstanding  or  misinterpretation. 

In  reply  to  these  various  comments,  Dr.  Vischer  said  that  he  agreed  that 
further  biblical  study  was  required,  and  that  Romans  9-11  should  not  be  isolated 
from  other  New  Testament  material ; nonetheless  the  problem  of  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  early  Church’s  history  with  regard  to  the  Jews  still  remained. 
He  also  shared  Professor  Florovsky’s  view  over  the  Vatican  Council  schema 
on  the  Jews,  but  did  not  think  it  possible  to  compare  it  with  the  Faith  and  Order 
consultation’s  report,  since  the  latter’s  purpose  was  quite  different.  It  was  addressed 
to  Christians  as  a form  of  self-examination  concerning  their  attitude  towards 
the  Jews  ; and  only  when  the  document  had  been  further  discussed  and  some 
practical  implications  had  been  drawn  for  relations  with  the  Jews  would  it  be 
possible  to  take  the  further  step  of  producing  a document  addressed  to  a general 
public.  In  answer  to  Professor  Sittler,  he  said  that  the  consultation  had  dis- 
cussed at  some  length  whether  it  was  possible  to  speak  about  the  problem  at 
all,  but  the  conclusion  reached  was  that  it  was  essential  to  try,  for  if  this  genera- 
tion did  not  begin  the  discussion,  it  would  be  even  more  impossible  for  the 
succeeding  generation. 

In  conclusion  Dr.  Vischer  repeated  the  Department’s  request  for  comments 
on  the  document  (with  an  indication  as  to  whether  or  not  they  were  for  publica- 
tion), and  stressed  once  more  that  the  paper  was  not  so  much  intended  as  an 


13 


opening  of  the  dialogue  with  the  Jews,  but  rather  as  an  attempt  to  prepare  for 
such  a dialogue. 

(j)  Revision  of  Educational  Materials  in  the  Light  of  the  Ecumenical  Movement 

Mr.  Handspicker  reported  on  the  consultation  held  at  Bossey  in  May  1965, 
in  co-operation  with  the  Youth  Department  and  the  World  Council  of  Christian 
Education.  Its  report  was  to  be  published  in  a forthcoming  issue  of  Risk,  the 
Youth  Department’s  bulletin,  together  with  the  background  papers  which  had 
been  prepared  as  introductory  material.  Copies  of  this  issue  would  then  be  dis- 
tributed to  some  of  the  religious  education  boards  and  departments  in  the  mem- 
ber churches  and  to  other  interested  individuals  and  organizations  for  comment 
and  possible  action.  When  comments  had  been  received,  it  was  hoped  to  have 
a further  meeting  in  1967  to  revise  the  document  and  present  it  to  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission.  Thereafter  it  would  be  sent  to  the  member  churches.  The 
main  conclusion  of  the  report  was  that  the  teaching  and  catechetical  practices 
of  the  churches  should  reflect  more  adequately  their  official  attitude  towards  the 
ecumenical  movement,  and  that  this  change  should  be  manifested  both  in  their 
curricula  and  in  the  methods  of  teaching.  The  report  still  lacked  sharpness,  and 
comments  and  suggestions  for  improvement  were  invited. 

In  the  ensuing  discussion  Mr.  Davies  suggested  that  there  might  be  some 
treatment  of  the  problem,  found  particularly  in  Britain,  of  religious  instruction 
being  given  to  those  in  State  schools  who  were  not  necessarily  willing  to  receive  it. 
He  hoped  that  there  would  also  be  some  recognition  of  the  fact  that  new  teaching 
methods  were  now  needed  to  replace  the  authoritarian  methods  hitherto  used. 
Mr.  Handspicker  agreed,  and  said  that  the  question  of  method  was  touched 
on  in  the  report.  There  was  not  only  the  question  of  the  authoritarian  method 
in  teaching,  but  also  of  the  way  in  which  authority  was  exercised  in  Christian 
education  — the  way  in  which  the  Gospel  ought  to  be  passed  on.  There  was 
no  intention  of  drawing  up  an  “ecumenical  catechism”  as  had  been  suggested 
by  Dr.  Krusche,  partly  because  the  whole  catechetical  method  was  being  ques- 
tioned as  a means  of  instruction,  and  partly  because  it  was  felt  that  the  drawing 
up  of  a catechism  was  something  that  had  to  be  undertaken  by  each  individual 
church. 

Dr.  Taylor  asked  whether  any  evidence  had  been  found  of  attempts  by 
churches  from  more  than  one  denomination  to  work  together  in  this  matter  of 
religious  education,  to  which  Dr.  Vischer  replied  that  some  attempts  had  been 
made  within  the  framework  of  church  union  negotiations.  There  were  also 
instances  of  churches  which  were  undertaking  the  revision  of  existing  catechisms. 

Professor  Florovsky  spoke  of  the  difficulties  for  Orthodox  churches  of 
revising  ancient  catechetical  material  which  was  often  cast  in  a rather  rigid  form, 
and  of  the  problems  of  the  Orthodox  in  America  connected  with  the  use  of  such 
material.  Mr.  Handspicker  agreed  that  the  problem  could  not  be  underestimated. 
The  general  attitude  of  teachers  towards  Christians  of  other  traditions  was  impor- 
tant. Ecumenical  experience  had  to  be  included  in  the  educational  programmes 
of  the  churches,  and  this  was  something  that  was  now  interesting  the  World 
Council  of  Christian  Education.  Hitherto  little  attention  had  been  given  to  the 
question,  and  the  tendency  had  been  for  interdenominational  curricula  to  be 
based  simply  upon  a lowest  common  denominator. 

Principal  Champion  considered  that  although  the  document  dealt  adequately 
with  the  problems  of  teaching  methods  and  curricula,  he  did  not  find  in  it  any 
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treatment  of  the  question  of  the  relation  between  experience  of  life  in  the  Church 
and  of  life  in  the  world  outside  the  Church.  The  home  was  an  important  factor 
in  the  Christian  education  of  children,  and  where  experience  of  life  in  the  home 
or  in  the  world  contradicted  the  experience  of  life  in  the  Church,  the  problem 
for  Christian  teaching  was  very  considerable.  It  was  generally  agreed  that  this 
was  one  of  the  main  difficulties  facing  the  Church’s  teaching  work,  and  Professor 
Persson,  Superintendent  Hadank  and  others  gave  illustrations  of  the  way  in 
which  attempts  were  being  made  in  their  respective  churches  to  overcome  this 
problem.  In  conclusion,  Dr.  Vischer  said  that  it  was  hoped  to  hold  a further 
consultation  at  a later  date,  and  in  the  meantime  comments  and  suggestions 
from  Working  Committee  members  would  be  very  valuable. 

(k)  The  Ordination  of  Women 

No  further  work  had  been  done  in  connection  with  this  study  since  the  pub- 
lication in  three  languages  of  the  booklet  on  this  subject  in  1964.  Contact  was 
being  maintained  with  the  study  on  the  Ministry. 

(l)  The  Ministry  of  Deacons  and  The  Ministry  of  Deaconesses 

The  booklet  on  the  Ministry  of  Deacons,  in  the  same  series  as  that  on  the 
Ordination  of  Women,  had  already  appeared  in  German  and  English,  and  the 
French  version  was  in  preparation. 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  on  the  plans  for  a consultation  on  the  Ministry  of 
Deaconesses  to  be  held  at  Presinge  early  in  September  1965.  The  aim  of  the 
meeting  was  to  study  the  ministry  of  deaconesses  in  an  ecumenical  context,  since 
it  was  often  found  that  a similar  ministry  existed  in  various  traditions  under 
different  names.  To  this  end  papers  had  been  requested  from  participants  of 
different  denominations  describing  the  office  or  ministry  of  a deaconess  as  under- 
stood in  their  respective  churches.  Professor  Florovsky  gave  information  about 
an  attempt  to  restore  the  order  of  deaconesses  in  the  Orthodox  Church  of  Russia 
in  the  period  after  the  first  World  War,  and  suggested  that  if  time  permitted, 
a paper  on  this  subject  might  be  useful.  The  relevant  material,  however,  existed 
only  in  Russian  in  the  archives  of  the  Moscow  Patriarchate.  He  agreed  to  let 
Dr.  Vischer  know  if  any  suitable  person  could  be  found  to  study  this  material. 

(m)  Lutheran! Reformed  Conversations 

A meeting  of  this  group  had  been  held  near  Basle  in  April  1965,  and  Dr.  Vischer 
reported  that  much  greater  progress  was  made  at  this  meeting  than  at  the  one 
held  in  1964.  The  subject  had  been  the  theological  understanding  of  the  concept 
of  Law,  and  a small  sub-group  was  planning  to  meet  in  September  to  draft  two 
series  of  theses,  on  “God’s  presence  in  the  Church”  and  “How  does  God’s  people 
speak  of  God’s  Law  ?”  ; and  it  was  hoped  that  these  could  be  agreed  and  pub- 
lished in  1966. 

Professor  Hay  reported  on  similar  Lutheran/Reformed  conversations  in 
North  America,  and  wondered  if  closer  contact  might  not  be  kept  between  the 
two  groups.  Dr.  Vischer  said  that  the  material  from  the  American  conversations 
had  been  sent  to  the  European  group,  and  an  invitation  had  been  extended  to 
the  American  group  for  any  of  their  number  who  might  be  in  Europe  at  the 
appropriate  time  to  attend  the  next  meeting  of  the  European  group. 

(n)  The  Fixing  of  the  Date  of  Easter 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  that  the  WCC  Executive  Committee  had  requested 
Faith  and  Order  to  undertake  some  research  into  this  question.  After  investiga- 
tion of  the  archives  of  the  Life  and  Work  Movement,  of  recent  Orthodox  and 
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other  scholarship,  and  of  similar  work  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  in  which 
he  was  assisted  by  Father  William  Sullivan,  Dr.  Vischer  had  prepared  a report 
for  the  Executive  Committee,  copies  of  which  were  also  available  to  any  members 
of  the  Working  Committee  who  were  interested.  It  was  not  expected  that  any- 
thing further  would  be  done  in  this  matter  for  the  time  being. 

At  the  conclusion  of  this  survey  of  Faith  and  Order’s  study  work  Professor 
Nelson  suggested  that  a list  of  the  names  of  all  those  taking  part  in  these  studies 
should  be  printed  in  the  minutes,  not  only  for  general  interest,  but  also  in  order 
that  members  of  the  Working  Committee  and  the  Commission  could  keep  in 
touch  with  the  studies  going  on  in  their  own  areas,  and  could  make  contacts  and 
gain  further  information  in  the  course  of  their  travels. 


Joint  Working  Group  with  Roman  Catholics 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  that  at  the  meeting  of  the  Central  Committee  at  Enugu 
in  January  1965  it  had  been  resolved,  in  response  to  the  promulgation  of  De 
Oecumenismo  in  the  third  session  of  the  Vatican  Council,  to  take  part  in  a Joint 
Working  Group  composed  of  eight  members  from  the  WCC  and  six  from  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church.  The  Roman  Catholic  Church  had  willingly  agreed  to 
this  proposal  and  the  group  had  now  been  set  up.  Among  the,  WCC  members 
were  three  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee  (Bishop  Tom- 
kins, Father  Borovoy  and  Professor  Schlink)  and  Dr.  Vischer. 

The  first  meeting  of  this  Joint  Working  Group  had  taken  place  in  May  1965, 
and  Dr.  Vischer  read  from  the  confidential  report  of  this  meeting  the  sections 
relevant  to  the  task  of  Faith  and  Order. 

The  most  important  recommendations  were : 

(1)  That  Faith  and  Order  should,  together  with  the  Secretariat  for  Unity 
in  Rome,  set  up  a special  theological  commission  to  consider  particular  theological 
problems  which  would  recur  in  the  dialogue  between  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
and  other  churches.  The  subject  of  “Unity  and  Authority”  was  suggested  for 
discussion ; also  the  question  of  the  work  of  the  Holy  Spirit  in  the  Church. 

(2)  That  a consultation  should  be  held  on  “Common  prayer,  communicatio 
in  sacris , and  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity”  to  deal  with  the  many 
questions  raised  in  this  context,  such  as  : what  degree  of  common  worship  is 
possible  ? how  is  the  term  communicatio  in  sacris  understood  in  the  various 
church  traditions  ? how  should  the  Week  of  Prayer  be  conceived  in  future  ? 

It  was  upon  these  two  recommendations  — the  second  being  the  more  urgent 
— that  advice  from  the  Working  Committee  was  sought. 

In  the  discussion  which  followed,  Professor  Nelson  reported  on  other  ini- 
tiatives being  taken  in  the  USA  with  regard  to  dialogue  with  Roman  Catholics, 
in  particular  the  Faith  and  Order  colloquium.  In  some  areas  Roman  Catholics 
were  considering  becoming  members  of  local  councils  of  churches.  Dr.  Vischer 
said  that  this  question  of  membership  had  been  discussed  by  the  Joint  Working 
Group  and  it  had  been  felt  that  this  was  a premature  step.  Two  categories  had 
been  suggested  : that  of  observer  in  the  case  of  meetings  where  decisions  were 
taken  and  policy  was  made,  and  of  consultant  at  meetings  where  the  emphasis 
was  on  discussion  and  no  voting  was  involved.  Professor  Florovsky,  Dr.  Huston 
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and  Dr.  Taylor  also  gave  information  on  other  projects  which  were  developing, 
particularly  in  the  USA  ; and  the  problems  posed  by  this  welcome  opening-up 
of  contacts  with  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  were  discussed  at  some  length. 
It  was  felt  that  the  Joint  Working  Group  would  be  a useful  clearing-house  for 
all  the  information  of  this  kind  that  was  received. 

Discussion  then  turned  to  the  specific  recommendation  which  the  Joint 
Working  Group  had  made  to  Faith  and  Order.  Dr.  Vischer  stressed  that  it 
was  important  for  the  consultation  on  common  prayer  and  communicatio  in 
sacris  to  be  held  soon  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Secretariat  for  Unity  was  anxious 
to  have  advice  from  non-Roman  Catholic  theologians  concerning  the  directorium 
which  was  to  be  produced  during  the  fourth  session  of  the  Vatican  Council. 
It  was  suggested  that  the  meeting  should  be  held  in  Rome  during  the  period 
of  the  fourth  session,  and  that  as  many  as  possible  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission members  present  in  Rome  at  that  time  should  take  part.  The  actual 
number  would,  of  course,  depend  on  the  size  of  meeting  desired,  which  had 
not  yet  been  settled. 

As  a result  of  further  discussion,  it  appeared  that  the  kind  of  people  required 
for  the  consultation  on  communicatio  in  sacris  would  not  be  the  same  as  that 
required  for  the  consultation  on  the  Week  of  Prayer,  which  would  need  to  con- 
tain people  responsible  for  preparing  the  Week  of  Prayer  in  their  own  coun- 
tries. It  was  therefore  agreed  that  it  would  be  better  to  separate  the  two  consulta- 
tions, have  the  one  on  communicatio  in  sacris  in  Rome  as  suggested,  and  arrange 
for  another  on  the  Week  of  Prayer  to  be  held  before  the  end  of  January  1966 
in  order  that  the  1967  prayer  leaflet  could  be  prepared  along  the  lines  suggested 
by  this  latter  consultation.  The  difficulty  of  arranging  such  a meeting  in  so  short 
a time  was  pointed  out,  and  it  was  agreed  that  Dr.  Vischer  should  be  authorized 
to  try  to  find  some  other  body  such  as  the  Okumenische  Centrale  in  Germany 
or  the  Conference  to  Promote  Prayer  for  Unity  to  undertake  the  arrangements 
for  such  a consultation. 

With  regard  to  the  setting  up  of  the  theological  commission,  it  was  thought 
better  to  wait  until  Dr.  Vischer  had  had  time  for  further  consultation  with  the 
Secretariat  for  Unity  concerning  the  number  and  kind  of  people  envisaged  for 
this  task ; and  the  Working  Committee  could  then  reconsider  the  matter  at  its 
next  meeting  in  1966. 

Consultation  on  Church  Union  Negotiations 

Dr.  Vischer  reminded  the  Committee  of  the  proposal  put  forward  at  the 
Aarhus  meeting  that  a consultation  should  be  held  to  which  people  involved 
in  church  union  negotiations  in  various  parts  of  the  world  should  be  invited.  The 
discussion  at  Aarhus  had,  however,  proved  somewhat  inconclusive,  since  some 
people  thought  that  such  a consultation  should  not  be  too  officially  linked  with 
Faith  and  Order,  though  it  was  generally  felt  that  it  would  be  useful.  It  had 
seemed  that  an  opportunity  might  present  itself  for  the  holding  of  such  a con- 
sultation in  conjunction  with  the  uniting  ceremonies  of  the  Church  of  Nigeria 
in  December  of  this  year,  when  many  representatives  of  other  church  unions 
would  be  present.  The  Nigerian  churches,  however,  had  felt  that  a consultation 
would  prove  more  useful  at  a later  date. 

Further  advice  was  now  sought  from  the  Working  Committee.  Granted  that 
it  was  thought  desirable  to  hold  a consultation  of  this  kind,  there  appeared  to 
be  three  possibilities  : 
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1)  A consultation  held  in  connection  with  one  of  the  next  meetings  of  the 
WCC  Central  Committee.  This  might  be  a valuable  opportunity  to  acquaint 
Central  Committee  members  with  the  problems  of  church  union. 

2)  A consultation  in  connection  with  the  meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  in  1967.  This  might  not  be  easy  to  arrange  if  the  meeting  were  held 
in  an  Orthodox  country  where  the  question  of  church  union  was  not  of  immediate 
importance. 


3)  A consultation  to  be  held  at  the  Ecumenical  Institute  at  Bossey,  which 
could  be  arranged  in  such  a way  as  to  allay  the  misgivings  of  those  who  feared 
that  Faith  and  Order  might  appear  to  be  taking  too  active  a part  in  church  union 
negotiations. 

In  the  ensuing  discussion  it  was  generally  agreed  that  a consultation  could 
prove  very  valuable.  Most  members  favoured  a consultation  held  in  conjunction 
with  a meeting  either  of  the  Central  Committee  or  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission. Professor  Nelson  pointed  out  that  a considerable  proportion  of  the 
membership  of  the  Commission  were  people  engaged  in  current  negotiations  ; 
but  Mr.  Handspicker  thought  that  there  were  many  other  people  who  could 
make  a useful  contribution  who  should  not  be  overlooked  : one  of  the  main 
needs  for  such  a consultation  would  be  a large  travel  subsidy  fund  to  enable 
such  people  to  attend.  He  suggested  that  some  of  the  wealthier  churches  might 
contribute  to  such  a fund.  It  was  realized  that  until  plans  for  the  summer  of 
1967  were  further  advanced  it  was  not  possible  to  fix  a definite  date  for  a church 
union  consultation,  but  it  was  agreed  that  the  staff  should  be  asked  to  ensure 
that  when  the  meetings  for  that  summer  were  being  arranged,  an  appropriate  time 
should  be  reserved  for  this  consultation. 


The  Chairman  then  asked  the  Rev.  Rupert  Davies,  who  had  attended  the 
recent  meeting  of  the  Methodist  Conference  in  England,  to  report  on  the  present 
state  of  the  Methodist /Anglican  conversations.  Mr.  Davies  reminded  members 
of  the  main  outlines  of  the  scheme,  published  some  two  years  ago,  and  then 
went  on  to  give  a brief  report  of  the  most  recent  developments.  Earlier  this  year 
the  Anglican  Convocations  of  Canterbury  and  York  had  agreed  by  an  over- 
whelming majority  to  accept  the  broad  outlines  of  the  report ; and  a committee 
to  continue  further  discussions  would  shortly  be  appointed.  Then  at  its  meeting 
the  previous  week  the  Methodist  Conference  had  likewise  agreed  by  a considerable 
majority  to  give  general  approval  to  the  main  proposals  of  the  report,  and  had 
also  gone  on  to  nominate  the  members  of  a joint  negotiating  committee  “to  deal 
with  such  matters  in  the  report  as  . . . need  clarification”.  It  was  hoped  that 
the  two  committees  would  be  able  to  report  back  to  their  respective  church 
authorities  in  1968.  Mr.  Davies  felt  that,  despite  the  many  problems  which 
still  remained  unsolved,  these  were  very  encouraging  developments. 

The  Working  Committee  agreed,  and  discussion  followed  on  various  aspects 
of  the  conversations.  Principal  Champion  spoke  of  the  importance  of  having 
discussions  among  lay  people  in  the  congregations  regarding  the  implications 
of  the  report,  so  that  they  did  not  feel  that  church  union  was  only  the  concern 
of  theologians  and  church  leaders  ; and  Mr.  Handspicker  reported  on  the  various 
methods  which  had  been  and  were  being  used  in  other  countries  such  as  India 
and  Australia  where  church  unions  were  in  progress.  Other  points  discussed 
were  the  proposed  service  of  reconciliation,  and  the  question  of  whether  acceptance 
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of  the  historic  episcopate  would  also  necessarily  involve  for  the  Methodists 
acceptance  of  the  threefold  ministry  which  they  had  not  previously  had. 

Dr.  Krusche  raised  the  question  of  a typological  classification  of  church 
unions.  Mr.  Handspicker  and  Dr.  Vischer  explained  the  problems  and  difficul- 
ties involved  in  such  a classification,  but  thought  that  something  of  the  kind 
might  be  attempted  in  preparation  for  the  proposed  church  union  consultation. 


Conversations  with  Conservative  Evangelicals 

Mr.  Handspicker  reported  on  the  consultation  which  had  been  held  at  Bossey 
in  May  with  representatives  of  Pentecostal  and  Conservative  Evangelical  members 
of  churches  both  within  and  outside  WCC  membership.  Much  of  the  value  of 
the  consultation  had  lain  in  the  “ecumenical  exposure”  which  many  of  the  par- 
ticipants experienced  for  the  first  time,  and  in  which  they  found  an  undeniable 
Christian  fellowship.  Many  of  the  participants  hoped  that  regional  meetings 
of  a similar  type  could  be  held  in  different  European  countries  and  in  North 
America. 

Dr.  Vischer  reported  on  an  unofficial  meeting  which  had  been  held,  also  in 
May,  at  the  WCC  headquarters  with  a group  of  Seventh  Day  Adventists.  This 
meeting  took  place  as  a result  of  a conversation  Dr.  Vischer  had  had  in  Rome 
with  a Seventh  Day  Adventist  journalist  reporting  the  Vatican  Council,  who 
had  been  interested  in  the  question  of  a fixed  Easter  date.  The  group  which 
came  to  Geneva  met  informally  with  members  of  the  WCC  staff,  and  the  main 
questions  discussed  had  been  the  relationship  between  Gospel  and  Law,  and 
Sabbath  observance. 


Report  on  the  Church  Situation  in  East  Germany 

The  evening  session  on  Sunday  11  July  was  devoted  to  a report  by  Dr.  Gunter 
Jacob  on  the  present  situation  facing  the  Church  in  East  Germany. 


Membership  of  the  Commission  and  Working  Committee 

It  was  reported  that,  as  no  objections  had  been  received  to  the  circular  letter 
sent  out  in  February  1965,  the  nominations  of  The  Rev.  Rupert  E.  Davies 
(Methodist  Church,  Great  Britain)  and  The  Rev.  John  Mbiti  (Church  of  the 
Province  of  Uganda,  Rwanda  and  Burundi),  as  replacements  on  the  Commission 
for  Principal  Harold  Roberts  and  Professor  Noel  King,  were  being  presented 
to  the  WCC  Executive  Committee  meeting  at  that  time  in  Geneva,  and  there 
was  every  reason  to  suppose  that  these  appointments  would  be  confirmed. 


Dates  of  Future  Meetings 

There  was  an  extended  discussion  regarding  the  time  and  place  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Working  Committee  in  1966  and  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  in  1967, 
and  the  relation  of  both  of  these  to  the  meetings  of  the  WCC  Central  Committee 
and  the  Fourth  Assembly. 
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As  so  much  depended  on  arrangements  for  meetings  of  the  Central  Committee 
which  had  not  yet  been  fixed,  it  was  agreed  to  leave  final  decisions  about  place 
to  be  taken  by  the  Secretariat  in  conjunction  with  WCC  staff  members  responsible 
for  other  meetings,  bearing  in  mind  the  general  considerations  outlined  above. 
Discussion  then  turned  to  consideration  of  suitable  dates.  The  following  provi- 
sional dates  were  accordingly  suggested  : 

1966:  a)  Study  Group  on  “ The  Nature  of  Unity ” 

Wednesday  24  August  (afternoon)  to  Monday  29  August  (lunch) 
b)  Working  Committee 

Monday  29  August  (afternoon)  to  Friday  2 September  (morning) 

1967  : Faith  and  Order  Commission  meeting  : 

Monday  24  July  (evening)  to  Friday  4 August  (morning) 

(These  dates  would  also  include  time  for  any  Working  Committee 
meeting(s)  found  necessary.) 

Some  members  of  the  Committee,  including  Professors  Skydsgaard  and 
Florovsky,  expressed  doubts  as  to  whether  it  would  really  be  possible  to  make 
adequate  preparation  for  the  Fourth  Assembly  if  it  was  to  be  held  as  early  as 

1968  ; it  would,  for  example,  be  very  difficult  to  have  the  document  on  unity 
sufficiently  prepared  in  the  time  available,  especially  if,  as  a result  of  discussion 
at  the  1967  Commission  meeting  it  was  found  to  require  extensive  revision,  as 
could  easily  be  the  case.  While  sympathizing  with  this  view,  Dr.  Vischer  said 
he  thought  it  would  now  be  too  late  for  the  date  to  be  changed.  However,  at 
the  request  of  the  Working  Committee  he  undertook  to  convey  to  the  Executive 
Committee,  whose  meeting  at  Geneva  he  was  about  to  attend,  a formal  request 
that  the  question  of  postponing  the  Fourth  Assembly  until  1969  be  considered. 

Closing  Actions 

The  Bishop  of  Bristol  as  Chairman  expressed  the  Working  Committee’s 
thanks  to  all  those  in  the  DDR  who  had  gone  to  so  much  trouble  to  make  the 
visit  possible  : in  particular  he  mentioned  Dr.  Gunter  Jacob,  who  had  been 
responsible  for  the  initial  invitation,  and  whose  close  interest  and  wise  counsels 
were  deeply  valued  by  the  Committee.  Special  thanks  were  also  due  to  Ober- 
kirchenrat  Walter  Pabst,  who  had  made  all  the  initial  visa  arrangements  and  had 
provided  transport  to  Bad  Saarow,  and  Superintendent  Wolfgang  Hadank, 
who  had  undertaken  all  the  local  arrangements.  Their  participation  in  the  dis- 
cussions of  the  Committee  whenever  their  other  duties  permitted  it  had  been 
greatly  appreciated.  Thanks  were  also  expressed  to  the  staff  of  the  Hospiz  zur 
Furche  for  their  cheerful  and  friendly  care. 

The  Chairman  also  expressed  the  Committee’s  good  wishes  and  thanks  to 
two  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order  staff  who  were  leaving.  Miss  Annerose 
Eikenberg  was  to  be  married  at  the  end  of  August  to  a German  pastor,  and 
Miss  Elizabeth  Swayne  was  leaving  at  the  end  of  September  to  begin  further 
theological  study  at  William  Temple  College  in  England.  Both  had  served  Faith 
and  Order  for  some  time  — Miss  Eikenberg  for  four  years  and  Miss  Swayne 
for  seven  — and  during  that  time  they  had  become  known  to  many  members 
of  the  Commission ; and  the  good  wishes  of  all  would  go  with  them  in  their 
new  work. 

The  meeting  then  closed  with  prayer. 
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EXTRACT  OF  THE  STAFF  REPORT 
TO  THE  WORKING  COMMITTEE 


(Supplemented  with  some  information  received  since  July,  1965) 


The  year  since  the  Commission  meeting  at  Aarhus  in  August  1964  has  been 
of  a somewhat  different  character  for  our  work  from  the  years  immediately  preced- 
ing it.  New  Delhi,  Montreal,  and  Aarhus  followed  each  other  in  rapid  — perhaps 
too  rapid  — succession,  and  when  one  adds  the  quite  unexpected  event  of  Vati- 
can II,  it  will  be  seen  that  most  of  the  energies  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commis- 
sion (as  also  their  finances)  have  been  devoted  to  the  preparation  for,  or  response 
to,  great  gatherings.  Since  Aarhus,  however,  we  have  embarked  upon  a new 
period  of  work  in  Faith  and  Order  which  involves  a large  amount  of  ‘dispersed’ 
and  small-scale  study  — and  that  fact  may  well  give  to  this  Report  a complicated 
and  even  heterogeneous  appearance.  But  there  are  two  good  reasons  for  such 
diversifying  of  Faith  and  Order  work  : first,  that  if  it  is  to  be  truly  ecumenical, 
it  must  take  account  of  many  concerns  and  indeed  already  existing  movements 
for  unity  and  studies  sponsored  by  regional  or  national  agencies  ; and  secondly, 
because  if  we  are  truly  to  advance,  in  this  day  of  popular  but  often  superficial 
ecumenism,  much  will  depend  upon  the  depth  and  quality  of  the  contribution 
which  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  can  make  through  its  programme  of 
studies.  Particularly  is  this  so  in  view  of  the  responsibility  which  our  Commission 
will  bear  from  now  on,  for  preparing  some  material  adequate  to  the  purposes 
of  the  WCC  Fourth  Assembly  in  1968. 


1.  The  Membership  of  the  Commission 

The  following,  having  been  nominated  at  or  since  the  Aarhus  meeting,  were 
duly  confirmed  as  members  of  the  Commission  by  the  WCC  Central  Committee 
at  Enugu,  January  1965  : 

Professor  Andre  Benoit,  Eglise  de  la  Confession  d’ Augsburg,  Alsace-Lorraine ; 

Dr.  E.  Flesseman-van  Leer,  Netherlands  Reformed  Church  ; 

Professor  P.  B.  Hinchliff,  Church  of  the  Province  of  South  Africa  (Anglican)  ; 

Professor  G.  W.  H.  Lampe,  Church  of  England  ; 

Pastor  V.  Rakotoarimanana,  Eglise  Evangelique  de  Madagascar ; 

Dr.  W.  M.  S.  West,  Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ; 

Dr.  G.  O.  Williams,  Bishop  of  Bangor,  Church  in  Wales. 

A further  two  names  have  since  been  confirmed  by  the  WCC  Executive  Com- 
mittee at  Geneva,  July  1965  : 
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The  Rev.  Rupert  E.  Davies,  Methodist  Church,  Great  Britain ; 

The  Rev.  Dr.  John  Mbiti,  Church  of  the  Province  of  Uganda  (Anglican) 

The  Working  Committee  was  strengthened  by  the  appointment  of  four  new 
members,  viz.  : 

Principal  L.  G.  Champion,  Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 

(replacing  Dr.  E.  A.  Payne,  resigned) ; 
Professor  P.  E.  Persson,  Church  of  Sweden 

(replacing  Prof.  G.  F.  Wingren,  resigned) ; 

Bishop  Karekin  Sarkissian,  Catholicosate  of  Cilicia,  Armenian  Apostolic 

Church 

(taking  a vacant  place) ; 

Dr.  J.  Smolik,  Evangelical  Church  of  the  Czech  Brethren 

(taking  a vacant  place). 

There  remains  one  vacancy  on  the  Working  Committee  caused  by  the  resignation 
of  Principal  Harold  Roberts  since  the  Aarhus  meeting. 


2.  Alterations  in  the  Status  and  Constitution  of  Faith  and  Order 

The  special  Committee  on  the  Structure  of  the  WCC,  under  the  chairman- 
ship of  Dr.  Norman  Good  all,  held  two  meetings  during  1964  and  presented 
an  interim  report  to  the  Central  Committee  at  Enugu  in  January,  1965.  One 
of  the  matters  before  them  was  the  place  of  Faith  and  Order  within  the  WCC 
as  a whole  and  within  the  Division  of  Studies  in  particular.  At  the  request  ot 
the  Aarhus  meeting,  the  Bishop  of  Bristol  and  Dr.  T.  M.  Taylor  were  present 
at  the  November,  1964,  meeting  of  the  Structure  Committee,  and  took  part 
in  its  discussions.  The  following  recommendations  were  subsequently  made  by 
the  Structure  Committee  and  were  adopted  nem.  con.  by  the  Central  Committee 
at  Enugu  : 

“a.  that  in  place  of  the  Department  on  Faith  and  Order  there  shall  be  a 
Secretariat  of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order ; 

b.  that  the  staff  of  the  Secretariat  shall  be  administratively  related  to  the 
Division  of  Studies  (the  details  of  this  relationship  to  be  agreed  between 
the  officers  concerned) ; 

c.  that  a staff  member  of  Faith  and  Order  shall  continue  to  be  a member 
of  the  Staff  Executive  Group  ; 

d.  that  in  respect  of  Faith  and  Order  studies  the  Secretariat  shall  report 
to  the  Central  Committee  through  the  Divisional  Committee  of  the 
Division  of  Studies ; this  Committee  will  have  the  right  to  comment  on 
the  proposals  but  no  authority  to  over-rule  them ; 

e.  that  in  the  membership  of  the  Committee  of  the  Division  of  Studies 
there  shall  be,  as  heretofore,  two  representatives  of  Faith  and  Order ; 

f.  that  with  regard  to  activities  other  than  studies,  the  Faith  and  Order 
Secretariat  shall  report  directly  to  the  General  Secretary  and  through 
him  to  the  Central  Committee.” 
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3.  The  Secretariat 

Despite  various  alarms  and  excursions  during  the  year,  the  Geneva  staff  has 
remained  unchanged  . From  February  - May,  1965,  the  Rev.  William  Sullivan, 
a Paulist  father  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  the  USA,  gave  valuable  assist- 
ance to  the  Secretariat  as  a student  from  the  Graduate  School  at  Bossey.  It  now 
appears  probable  that  Mr.  Handspicker  will  require  leave  of  absence  from 
September  - December  1965  in  order  to  complete  work  on  his  doctoral  disserta- 
tion for  Yale  University,  and  Father  Sullivan  has  kindly  offered  to  act  as  a 
temporary  replacement  for  him  in  the  Geneva  office  and  now  awaits  permission 
from  his  Superior  to  do  so.  It  is  emphasized  on  the  side  of  the  WCC  that,  although 
Father  Sullivan  will  be  salaried,  this  is  not  a ‘staff  appointment’  of  a permanent 
character,  but  rather  an  emergency  measure. 

A suggestion  was  also  received,  and  was  greatly  appreciated,  from  the  Oku- 
menische  Centrale  of  an  ‘extra’  member  for  the  Geneva  staff,  supplied  and 
paid  for  by  the  German  churches.  Under  this  arrangement  Pastor  Reinhard 
Groscurth  has  been  invited  to  join  us  and  is  expected  to  begin  work  in  spring, 
1966. 

The  office  staff  has  suffered  two  grievous  losses  in  the  persons  of  Miss  Elizabeth 
S wayne  and  Miss  Annerose  Eikenberg,  who  have  given  service  of  quite  out- 
standing quality  to  Faith  and  Order  for  seven  and  four  years  respectively.  Miss 
Eikenberg  has  left  to  be  married,  and  Miss  S wayne  to  take  up  a course  of  study 
at  William  Temple  College,  Rugby,  England.  Miss  Renate  Henning  and  Miss 
Wendy  Bayliss  have  recently  joined  the  staff.  Miss  Elly  Groenendijk  con- 
tinues to  serve  us  admirably  and  her  linguistic  ability  is  particularly  valuable. 

4.  Staff  Travels 

Apart  from  one  fairly  extended  period  in  Africa  in  early  1965,  these  have 
been  on  a comparatively  modest  scale  this  year.  Dr.  Vischer  was  once  again 
an  observer  at  the  Third  Session  of  the  Vatican  Council  in  1964  (and  will  return 
to  Rome  for  the  Fourth  Session  this  autumn).  Mr.  Handspicker  and  Mr.  Rodger 
attended  the  First  British  Faith  and  Order  Conference  at  Nottingham,  England, 
in  September,  1964,  and  found  it  a very  exhilarating  occasion.  In  connection 
with  the  meetings  at  Enugu  in  January,  Mr.  Rodger  and  Dr.  Vischer  were 
present  at  a committee  of  the  All- Africa  Churches  Conference,  which  included 
the  planning  of  a consultation  on  ‘The  African  Approach  to  Theology’,  early 
in  1966.  Each  then  went  by  invitation  to  attend  a meeting  in  connection  with 
Church  union  negotiations  : Dr.  Vischer  to  a meeting  of  the  Church  Union 
Committee  in  Ghana,  and  Mr.  Rodger  to  the  East  African  Consultation  on 
Church  Union,  meeting  at  Dodoma  in  Central  Tanzania.  Mr.  Handspicker 
visited  England  and  did  a fairly  extensive  tour  of  Wales  in  April/May.  Mr.  Rod- 
ger was  absent  on  five  weeks’  home  leave  in  Scotland  from  May /June. 

Mr.  Rodger  has  paid  a second  visit  to  Latin  America  — the  first  was  in  1962 — , 
visiting  Chile,  Argentina,  Uruguay  and  Brazil  in  August /September,  1965  ; and 
Dr.  Vischer  will  visit  the  USA  where  he  is  to  give  the  Hein  Memorial  Lectures 
at  Lutheran  seminaries  and  fulfil  some  other  engagements,  in  April/May,  1966. 
It  had  been  intended  that  Mr.  Handspicker  should  make  a fairly  long  trip  to 
East  Asia  in  October /November  1965,  but  this  will  have  to  be  postponed  mean- 
while. 
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5.  Meeting  of  Representatives  of  Oriental  Orthodox  Churches 

One  of  the  most  striking  and  heartening  events  of  the  past  year  was  the  meet- 
ing which  took  place  at  Addis  Ababa,  Ethiopia,  by  invitation  of  Emperor  Haile 
Selassie  I,  from  15-21  January  1965,  and  which  was  attended  by  the  Heads  and 
other  representatives  of  the  great  majority  of  Oriental  (non-Chalcedonian)  Ortho- 
dox Churches.  The  full  statement  of  this  conference,  printed  in  the  Ecumenical 
Review  for  April  1965,  pp.  178-189,  contains  the  words  : “We  believe  that  this 
Conference  opens  a new  era  in  our  history.”  The  statement  deals  particularly 
with  four  themes  : “The  Modern  World  and  our  Churches”,  “Co-operation  in 
Theological  Education”.  “Co-operation  in  Evangelism”,  and  “Our  Relations 
with  other  Churches”.  It  is  a matter  of  deep  satisfaction  to  Faith  and  Order 
that  this  fruitful  conference  should  have  taken  place  in  succession  to  the  earlier 
meeting  of  Orthodox  theologians  held  at  Aarhus  last  year.  It  goes  without  saying 
that  Faith  and  Order  is  still  ready  to  help  in  any  way  that  it  can,  to  realize  the 
propositions  framed  in  such  a truly  ecumenical  spirit  by  the  Addis  Ababa  Con- 
ference. 

6.  Relations  with  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 

In  addition  to  Dr.  Vischer  (as  mentioned  above),  several  members  of  our 
Commission  attended  the  Second  Vatican  Council  as  observers  and  played  a 
prominent  part  in  the  development  of  relations  between  Rome  and  member 
churches  of  the  WCC : Professors  Schlink,  Skydsgaard,  Outler,  Bishop 
Sarkissian,  Archpriest  Borovoy,  and  others.  At  the  Enugu  meeting  of  the 
Central  Committee,  it  was  resolved  — as  a direct  response  to  the  promulgation 
of  De  Oecumenismo  in  the  Third  Session  — to  participate  in  a Joint  Working 
Group,  composed  of  eight  members  from  the  WCC  side  and  six  from  the  Roman 
Church.  This  Group  has  now  been  appointed  and  the  WCC  members  include 
the  Bishop  of  Bristol,  Archpriest  Borovoy,  Professor  Schlink  and  Dr.  Vischer. 

Three  notable  events  have  since  taken  place  at  or  near  Geneva ; first,  in 
February,  the  much-publicized  and  highly  successful  visit  by  Cardinal  Bea  and 
President  Boegner,  who  together  spoke  at  the  new  headquarters  of  the  WCC  and 
on  several  public  occasions  in  Geneva  ; secondly,  a consultation  between  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Church  and  Society  interest  in  the  WCC  and  corresponding 
experts  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  a meeting  of  special  promise  in  view 
both  of  the  submission  of  “Schema  13”  to  the  Fourth  Session  of  Vatican  II  and 
of  the  forthcoming  World  Conference  on  Church  and  Society  matters  to  be  held 
at  Geneva  in  July,  1966  ; and  thirdly,  a consultation  on  missions,  between  repre- 
sentatives of  the  DWME  and  Roman  Catholic  leaders  — the  success  of  this 
meeting  was  particularly  encouraging  in  view  of  the  previous  lack  of  contact 
and  sometimes  strained  relations  in  this  field  of  Christian  work.  Dr.  Vischer 
was  present  at  all  these  three  encounters. 

The  first  meeting  of  the  Joint  Working  Group  already  referred  to  took  place 
in  May,  1965,  and  made  two  specific  requests  of  Faith  and  Order  : first,  that 
we  should  set  up,  in  conjunction  with  the  Secretariat  for  Unity  at  Rome,  a special 
theological  commission  to  pursue  the  question  of  “unity  in  relation  to  authority 
in  the  Church”  ; and  secondly,  that  we  should  arrange  a consultation  on  the 
subject  of  communicatio  in  sacris  as  between  Roman  Catholics  and  other  Chris- 
tians. It  is  clear  that  our  Commission  must  also  continue  to  promote  the  process 
of  ecumenical  education  in  the  realm  of  Roman/non-Roman  relations  (we  have, 
e.g.,  already  rendered  some  assistance  by  distributing  from  Geneva  to  national 


24 


councils  and  churches  some  documents  on  the  decrees  promulgated  at  the  Third 
Session  and  particularly  on  the  question  of  mixed  marriages),  and  to  watch  for 
further  steps  which  may  be  desirable  after  the  Second  Vatican  Council  has  ended. 
Meanwhile,  we  are  very  much  indebted  to  Professor  E.  R.  Hardy,  who  supplied 
us  with  a useful  and  attractive  paper  for  distribution  to  Roman  Catholic  journals, 
on  “The  Place  of  Worship  in  Faith  and  Order  Discussions”. 

7.  Relations  with  Conservative  Evangelicals 

On  behalf  of  the  Faith  and  Order  staff,  Mr.  Handspicker  has  sought  to  estab- 
lish and  maintain  contact  with  such  leaders  of  Conservative  Evangelical  opinion 
in  the  Anglo-Saxon  world  as  the  editors  of  World  Vision  and  Christianity  Today. 
An  informal  consultation  at  Bossey  in  May,  1965,  brought  together  some  mem- 
bers of  the  WCC  staff  (including  Mr.  Handspicker)  with  representatives  of 
Pentecostal  and  Conservative  Evangelical  organizations  and  their  distinctive 
theological  school,  from  Europe,  Great  Britain,  and  North  America.  In  the 
same  month,  there  was  an  interesting  and  successful  visit  by  a group  of  Adventists 
from  America  and  from  Europe  to  the  WCC  headquarters,  the  arrangements 
for  this  visit  being  made  by  Dr.  Vischer.  The  Adventists  expressed  interest  in 
taking  part  in  the  work  of  our  Commission,  should  a vacancy  for  a representative 
of  a non-member  church  of  the  WCC  occur. 

8.  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity 

As  in  previous  years,  the  Week  was  observed  in  most  countries  from  18- 
25  January  and  in  others  (Germany,  southern  hemisphere  countries)  at  the  season 
of  Pentecost ; and  the  leaflet  was  prepared  by  Faith  and  Order  in  collaboration 
with  Association  Unite  Chretienne,  Lyon.  This  year  the  theme  was  “Behold, 
I make  all  things  new”  — a theme  subsequently  chosen  by  the  WCC  Central 
Committee  at  Enugu  for  the  Fourth  Assembly,  due  to  be  held  in  1968  — and 
a booklet  of  eight  Bible  studies,  in  English,  French  and  German  (a  Spanish  trans- 
lation has  since  been  made  and  we  are  assisting  its  publication  financially),  was 
issued  in  conjunction  with  the  leaflet.  The  observance  of  the  Week  was  wider 
than  ever  before,  the  most  marked  increase  perhaps  being  in  the  USA  where 
the  Consultation  on  Church  Union  between  six  large  denominations  did  much 
to  promote  it  across  the  country.  For  the  first  time,  royalties  on  the  English 
edition  of  the  leaflet  were  received  both  from  London  and  New  York,  and  have 
enabled  us  to  open  a small  fund  for  translation  into  “minority  languages”  and 
for  other  purposes  connected  with  the  Week  of  Prayer.  At  the  same  time,  a 
number  of  criticisms  of  the  stereotyped  pattern  of  the  leaflet  have  been  received, 
and  it  seems  desirable  that  some  fresh  thinking  on  this  subject  should  be  done 
before  1967,  when  Faith  and  Order  again  has  prime  responsibility  for  planning 
the  leaflet.  A special  consultation  (as  in  1960)  may  soon  be  called  for. 

The  theme  for  1966  is  “I  will  be  their  God  and  they  shall  be  my  people”. 
The  leaflet  has  already  gone  for  publication  in  the  three  official  languages.  It  is 
not  intended  to  issue  a Bible  study  booklet  this  year. 

9.  Publications 

In  addition  to  the  Week  of  Prayer  publications  already  mentioned,  we  should 
note  the  appearance  of  two  numbers  of  a new  series  entitled  “World  Council 
Studies”.  Concerning  the  Ordination  of  Women  was  published  in  1964  in  three 
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languages.  The  Ministry  of  Deacons , again  a symposium  by  representatives  of 
various  Christian  traditions  and  introduced  by  the  “Nine  Reflections”  approved 
at  Aarhus,  was  published  recently  in  English  and  German,  and  the  French  edi- 
tion is  in  preparation. 

Progress  has  been  made  concerning  the  publication  in  German  and  in  French 
of  Dr.  Vischer’s  Documentary  History  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement  (Bethany 
Press,  1963).  It  will  be  published  in  German  by  Christian  Kaiser- Verlag,  Munchen 
and  in  French  by  Delachaux  & Niestle,  Neuchatel. 

The  Division  of  Studies  has  launched  an  enlarged  and  improved  version  of 
its  bulletin,  entitled  Study  Encounter , under  the  editorship  of  the  Rev.  Victor 
Hayward.  To  this,  as  to  the  Ecumenical  Review , Faith  and  Order  has  made 
a substantial  (literary)  contribution  during  the  past  year. 

Finally,  — though  this  is  not  exclusively  a Faith  and  Order  concern  — after 
the  discussion  between  Bishop  Stephen  Neill  and  our  Working  Committee  at 
Aarhus  last  year,  the  Committee  on  the  “History  of  the  Ecumenical  Movement” 
has  been  revived,  under  the  chairmanship  of  Professor  Henri  d’Espine.  A reprint 
of  the  Rouse-Neill  volume,  with  a revised  bibliography,  has  been  arranged  for 
1966,  and  plans  are  at  present  being  made  for  a further  book,  of  not  more  than 
300  pages,  which  will  deal  with  the  period  from  1948-65. 

10.  Completion  and  Dedication  of  the  Ecumenical  Centre 

The  official  Dedication  of  the  Chapel  and  new  Headquarters  of  the  WCC, 
and  of  other  bodies  working  within  the  Ecumenical  Centre  at  Geneva,  took  place 
on  Sunday,  11  July,  1965.  It  was  very  unfortunate  that  this  event  should  have 
clashed  with  the  meeting  of  our  Working  Committee  at  Bad  Saarow,  but  the 
exigencies  of  the  WCC  Executive  Committee’s  meeting,  together  with  those  of 
a television  broadcast  of  the  Dedication  Service,  made  the  clash  of  dates  inevitable. 


MEMBERS  OF  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 
AND  THE  SECRETARIAT  OF  THE  COMMISSION 

* = Member  of  the  Working  Committee 


OFFICERS 

Chairman  : *The  Rev.  Professor  Paul  S.  Minear  (United  Church  of  Christ,  USA), 
247  St.  Ronan  Street,  New  Haven,  Conn.  06511,  USA. 

Vice-Chairmen  : * The  Rev.  Principal  J.  R.  Chandran  (Church  of  South  India),  United 
Theological  College,  17  Miller’s  Road,  Bangalore  6,  South  India. 

♦Metropolitan  Chrysostomos  of  Myra  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate  of  Constantinople), 
B.P.  1225,  Istanbul,  Turkey. 

♦Professor  E.  W.  L.  Schlink  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  Lutheran),  Plan- 
kengasse  1,  69  Heidelberg,  Germany. 

Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee  : * The  Rt.  Rev.  Oliver  S.  Tomkins,  Bishop  of 
Bristol  (Church  of  England),  Bishop’s  House,  Clifton  Hill,  Bristol  8,  England. 
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MEMBERS  OF  THE  SECRETARIAT 

Executive  Secretary  : The  Rev.  Patrick  C.  Rodger  (Episcopal  Church  in  Scotland), 
150,  route  de  Ferney,  1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 

Research  Secretary  : The  Rev.  Dr.  Lukas  Vischer  (Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation), 
150,  route  de  Ferney,  1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 

Assistant  Secretary  : The  Rev.  M.  B.  Handspicker  (United  Church  of  Christ,  USA), 
150,  route  de  Ferney,  1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 


MEMBERS  OF  THE  COMMISSION 

Dr.  J.  L.  Ch.  Abineno  (Reformed  Church  in  Indonesia),  Djalan  Kemiri  17,  Djakarta, 
Indonesia. 

The  Rev.  E.  A.  Adegbola  (Methodist  Church  in  Nigeria),  Immanuel  College,  Box  515, 
Ibadan,  Nigeria. 

The  Rev.  Professor  R.  F.  Aldwinckle  (Baptist  Federation  of  Canada),  52  Kingsmount 
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